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November 26, 1985 

Mr. Steven Luitig, P.E. 
Deputy Director 
United State* Environmental Protection Agency 
Emergency and Remedial Response Division 
26 federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 

Dear Mr. Luitig: 

Tfii* department hi* received and reviewed a copy oi "Presentation o& Analytical 
Data faom Great Lake* Carbon Corporation, Niagara Fall*, NY", which wa* prepared 
by NUS far EPA. We have the fallowing comment* on thi* reports 

1. It i* noted that the iill area i* largely uncovered and unpaved. 
It i* also noted that elevated contaminant level* are noted in 
*hallow sample* oi the iill material. Since thi* area i* u*ed by 
plant per*onnel a* a material and product storage area, there appear* 
to be a potential far expo*ure oi worker* to contaminant* present 
here. It i* our recommendation that a copy oi the report be trans­
mitted to the New York State Department oi Labor *0 that they can 
determine whether or not any OSHA or other workplace related 
standard* have been exceeded. 

2. It is noted that elevated PNA concentration* were faund in sample* 
NY99-SED2, NY99-53 and NY99-S4. These samples were taken oU the 
actual disposal area. Since the concentration* oi the various PNA 
parameters are roughly proportionate to the concentration* faund in 
samples {rom the iill area (NY99-51), there appear* to be strong 
evidence that these contaminant* have migrated faom the disposal area. 
Tt is also noted teat samples taken at tee "Basic Carbon Site", 
which is on adjacent property, show a similar "iingerprint" oi 
contaminant*. Since the history oi the Basic Carbon Site is only 
vaguely known, it cannot be deduced whether or not these contaminant* 
represent deposition oi similar wastes at the Basic Carbon Site or 
migration faom the Great Lake* Carbon Site. 
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3. Based on the available data, it is not possible to conclude what . 
mechanism is xesponsible ion. the contaminant* iound in sample* 
S2, S3, S4 and Sed 2 being txanspoxted to these location* [assuming 
that migration ha* in iact occuxxed). The po**ible mechanism* could 
include txanspoxt oi *ediment paxticle* via suxiace xunoH, migration 
oi contaminant* via gxoundwatex OA dined depo*ition oi wa*te* at 
the*e location*. Oi these, the tAan*poAt oi sediment ixom the *ite 
to the *ample location* by suxiace Au.noii OA eAo*ion *eem* mod likely. 

4. It i* noted that contamination wa* iound [in sedimentl at the inlet 
to the 60th StAeet *toAm sewex. It i* noted that thi* *eweA di*chaAge* 
diAectly to the Niagaxa Riven above the Niagaxa Pall* Municipal watex 
intake*. Fuxthex investigation oi the possible implication* oi these 
contaminant* *hould be considexed. 

5. It i* noted that baxiim wa* detected in both the *uAiace wateji 
samples in the "small cxeek" a* well a* in one oi two sediment 
*ample* in thi* cxeek. It i* noted that thi* cxeek contain* Aunoii 
ixom the CECOS and Necco Paxk pxopextie*. It is noted that box-urn 
is known to be pxe*ent at Necco Paxk. It is also noted that while 
the high pH typically pxesent in the CECOS/Necco Paxk Aunoii tend* 
to minimize the soluability oi md*t metal* and thexeioxe make it 
unlikely that they would appeax in thi* Aunoii, baxium generally 
xemain* *oluable undex *uch condition*. We Aecommend that the 
possibility oi contaminant* migxating ixom the CECOS/Necco Paxk axea 
via. thi* xoute. be iuxthex exploxed. the woxk cuxxently being done 
iox VuPont by Woodwaxd-Clyde Consultant* may be oi *ome use hexe. 

6. Since public acce** to the di*po*al axea i* contxolled and since 
gxoundwatex is not locally used a* a dxinking watex supply, it appeax* 
that ii a xoute oi public exposuxe is pxesent, it would be via aixboxne 
paxticulate*. the possibility oi minimizing potential dusting [via 
covexing, use oi a palliative, etc.J *hould be exploxed. 

7. The Gxeat Lake* Caxbon Company should be given a copy oi the xepoxt 
ii they have not alxeady been pxovided a copy. 

8. this depaxtment believe* that suiiicient justiiication exist* to 
pxoceed with the installation oi the Phase II well clustex located 
noxth oi the Gxeat Lakes Caxbon site as shown on Figuxe 3-1 oi "Woxk 
Plan iox Investigation oi Potential Point Souxces oi Gxoundwatex Con­
tamination in Niagaxa Falls, NY". 
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We will be happy to elaborate on any oi the above points ok to ansuien any 
questions at (716) 284-3128. 

MEHtcs 

cc: Mk. P. Bucchi 
Mk. J. AndeKSon 
Ms. L. Rosin 
Mk. R. TKamantano 

Michael E. Hopkins 
Ass't. Public Health Engineen 


